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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be avaitabte under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 June 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except forfomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex pa/te Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [2 Claim(s) 13-73 and 22-26 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 13 Claim(s) 7-11 is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1.3-6.12,13 and 22-26 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) [3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 14 February 2000 is/are: a)n accepted or b)|3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a), 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the Internafional Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C, §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2-6 and 12-13 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



2. The drawings are objected to because item number "70" in Fig. 4 should be —78 — (see 
the specification on pg. 6, line 16). A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to 
the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because they 
include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: 98, 130 and 148. A 
proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to the specification to add the 
reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) because 
reference character "98" has been used to designate both program titles in selection row 92 (see 
Figs. 5 and 6) and a program title outside of the selection row 142 in Fig. 9. A proposed drawing 
correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment 
of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Drawings 
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Specification 



5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 2, line 17, 
"display 28" should be --20-, on page 6, line 15, "titles 62" should be -12-. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

The Examiner apologizes that these objections to the drawings and specification were not 
disclosed in the first Office Action. 



6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent xinless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Alten et al 
(USPN 5,781,246). 

As to claim 22, note the Alten et al reference which discloses a method for displaying an 
electronic program guide to a viewer. The claimed displaying multiple channel identifiers in a 
first region is met by the channels listed in boxes 202a-202c as shown in Fig. 20, which has a 
channel selection region where one of the channel identifiers is displayed within the channel 
selection region as shown by 202b which lists channel 4 KRON (Fig. 20, col. 17, lines 14-40). 
The claimed displaying multiple time slot identifiers in a vertical column on the display is met by 
the times listed on the left column of the display shown in Fig. 20. The claimed displaying 
multiple program titles on the display, each program title horizontally aligned with the displayed 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
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time slot identifier or identifiers corresponding to the time slot of the program title, each program 
title corresponding to the channel identifier displayed within the channel selection region is also 
met by Fig. 20 (see col 17, lines 14-46). The claimed scrolling the channel identifiers within the 
first region of the display to place a different channel identifier within the channel selection 
region of the display in response to a viewer request and thereby changing the displayed program 
titles to correspond to the different channel identifier is met by the user manipulating the left or 
right direction arrow keys on the remote controller 40 to scroll the channel identifiers, which 
changes the displayed program titles (see Fig. 20 and col. 17, lines 21-46). 

As to claim 23, Alten discloses a program selection region as shown in Fig. 20 (from 
4:30p Baseball to 12:30a David Letterman), where the user may scroll down (or up) through the 
time slot identifiers and program titles displayed for the selected channel in response to the user 
pressing an up or down key on the remote controller 40 (see col. 17, lines 14-46). Although a 
highlighted program selection area is not shown in Fig. 20 the highlighting of a selected area is 
inherent to the method disclosed by Alten. 

Claim Rejections - 35 VSC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1, 3-6 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
LaJoie et al (USPN 5,850,218), in view of Allison et al (USPN 6,262,722), 
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As to claim 1, LaJoie discloses an EPG with multiple channel and time slot identifiers 
and program titles located in the corresponding channel and time slot identifiers. A program 
selection area is fixed at a predefined region of the display, and, in response to viewer requests, 
the program titles are scrolled, thereby changing the program in the program selection area. The 
aforementioned features are illustrated in Figure 16 and disclosed in column 23, line 44 - column 
24, line 36. LaJoie discloses that the "cursor does not move within grid", but that "program 
cells.. . scroll instead" (column 24, lines 53-56). LaJoie does not disclose that the cursor (i.e. 
program selection area) is fixed in one dimension while allowed to move in another. The Allison 
et al reference teaches the claimed bounding a program selection area fi-om vertical movement, 
while allowing the program selection area to move horizontally as shown in Fig. 8 (see col. 9, 
line 46 - col. 10, line 42), where the user may preferably only change the horizontal position of 
the highlight region 134 within selectable program guide options in the center of the screen, such 
as 122a-d, using horizontal cursor keys 72 and 74, also see Fig. 7 and col. 8, lines 38-65, where 
the user presses a horizontal cursor key while the vertical position of selectable program guide 
option 1 1 Od is the same as the previous vertical position of selectable program guide option 
108d, in other areas, the vertical position is as close as possible to the vertical position of the 
selectable program guide option. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify LaJoie to bounding a program selection 
area from vertical movement, while allowing the program selection area to move horizontally for 
the advantage of keeping the program guide's program selection area fi-om shifting more 
frequently, which may be irritating for the user to view each transition and follow the program 
selection area from one selection area to another. In addition, this feature allows the user to still 
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have the ability to view the program selections above and/or below the current horizontal 
selection area while keeping the program area in a fixed position without frequent program area 
shifts occurring. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been led to make such a 
modification since this feature is established in the program guide art, it provides several 
additional advantages as mentioned above, and is relatively easy to implement for those of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

As to claim 3, LaJoie clearly discloses that the channel and time slot identifiers 
corresponding to the program selected are highlighted as illustrated in Figure 16, and disclosed 
in column 24, lines 39-47 ("channel shadow 392", "time shadow 393"). 

As to claim 4, LaJoie discloses that scrolling is performed by moving the display contents 
instead of the cursor as discussed in the rejection of claim L LaJoie does not explicitly disclose 
that such a type of scrolling gives the appearance of fluid motion. The examiner takes 
OFFICL\L NOTICE that it is notoriously well known in the art to smoothly transition between 
cells in order to make navigation more appeahng to the viewer. U. S . Patent No. 6, 1 77,93 1 to 
Alexander et al, discloses such a method for smooth scrolHng, and is incorporated herein by 
reference. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify LaJoie to scroll the display contents in such a way that 
would give the appearance of fluid motion in order to make navigation more appealing to the 
user. 

As to claim 5, LaJoie discloses "up, down, left, and right arrow indicators" (column 24, 
lines 37-38) fixrther illustrated in Figure 16 as element numbers 352, 354, 356, and 358, which 
provide a visual indicator of the user-induced scrolling (i.e., visual scrolling cue). 
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As to claim 6, LaJoie discloses a "program summary" (column 23, lines 48-49) window 
that displays program information as illustrated in Figure 16. The program information 
corresponds to the program currently highlighted, and is thus updated whenever the user selects a 
different program. LaJoie et al does not disclose displaying program details within the program 
selection region. Allison et al discloses in the highlighted region 88 of the program guide in Fig. 
6 a program titled "Eddie" with program details such as comedy and a rating of PG-13 , in 
addition, Allison et al also discloses that if more information is desired for a highlighted 
program, info button 90 in Fig, 5 may be pressed (see col 6, lines 40-47). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further Modify LaJoie with Allison, which 
teaches displaying program details for the program appearing in the selection region within the 
highlighted or selected region of the display for the advantage of keeping the program 
information within the same area of the display and not on a separate section of the display or in 
another screen altogether. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been led to make such a 
modification since providing program details within the selection region provides the user with 
additional information about a program without having to look elsewhere on the screen or look at 
additional screens. 

Claim 26 is rejected based on similar arguments used in claims 1 and 6. 

10. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LaJoie 
et al, in view of Allison et al, and in further view of Ohkura et al (USPN 6,005,601). 

As to claims 12 and 13, LaJoie does not disclose program titles being displayed in a 
manner that would make them resemble sectors of the rim of a wheel, and scrolling the program 
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titles giving the appearance of a wheel rotation. Ohkura discloses a method and apparatus for 
controlling the display of an EPG. As illustrated in Figure 18 (and also in Figure 5), the EPG 
resembles a wheel with several bounded areas (sectors of its rim), which can be "titles of 
programs now being broadcast or future programs" (column 5, lines 45-46) that the user can 
manipulate by rotating the wheel and make a selection. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify LaJoie with 
Ohkura' s EPG to display program titles as sectors of a rim of a wheel and rotate the wheel to 
make selections in order to make navigation more appealing to the user. 

11. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ahen et al. 

As to claim 24, Alten et al discloses a method for displaying an electronic program guide 
as previously described above. Alten et al does not explicitly disclose displaying, within the 
program selection region of the display, program details for the program title appearing in the 
program selection region, and updating the program details when a different program title is 
scrolled into the program selection region. The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that it is 
notoriously well known in the art to display, within the program selection region of the display, 
program details for the program title appearing in the program selection region, and to update the 
program details when a different program title is scrolled into the program selection region in 
order to provide the user with additional information about the program that is currently selected 
or highlighted in the display for potential selection by the user. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Alten et al to display, within the program selection region of the display, program details for the 
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program title appearing in the program selection region, and to update the program details when 
a different program title is scrolled into the program selection region for the advantage given 
above. 

12. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LaJoie. 

As to claim 25, LaJoie discloses an EPG with multiple channel and time slot identifiers 
and program titles located in the corresponding channel and time slot identifiers. A program 
selection area is fixed at a predefined region of the display, and, in response to viewer requests, 
the program titles are scrolled, thereby changing the program in the program selection area. The 
aforementioned features are illustrated in Figure 16 and disclosed in column 23, line 44 - column 
24, line 36. LaJoie discloses that the "cursor does not move within grid", but that "program 
cells... scroll instead" (column 24, lines 53-56). LaJoie does not disclose that the cursor (i.e. 
program selection area) is fixed in a predefined selection region near the center of the display so 
that programs both before and after the selected area remain visible when the user scrolls the 
program tiles on the display. However, it would have been clearly obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the teachings of LaJoie for a 
program selection area that is fixed at a predefined region of the display and to locate the 
predefined selection region near the center of the display for the advantage of allowing the user 
to view program titles on the display which occur prior to the location of the fixed program 
selection area or to the left of the fixed program selection area on the display, in addition, this 
gives the user a more complete picture or display of the programming occurring within a close 
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proximity to the selection region. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been led to locate 
the predefined selection region near the center of the display for the advantages given above. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claims 7-11 are allowed. 

As to claims 7-9, LaJoie fails to teach or imply displaying program details for multiple 
programs corresponding to the channel identifier and time slots of the program appearing in the 
selection region. U.S. Patent No. 6,246,442 to Harada et al. discloses an apparatus for displaying 
information arranged in cells. As illustrated in Figure 9, program details for programs meeting 
certain attributes (such as channel identifier and time slot) are displayed along a display axis. 
Even though the overall arrangement resembles that disclosed in the instant appUcation, program 
details are not displayed in accordance with what is appearing in a selection region. Harada' s 
system simply provides a method for determining the appearance of a guide, which is not 
affected by what is appearing in a selection region of the guide. Harada' s system fails to teach or 
suggest updating a program details area according to a program appearing in a selection region, 
or a selection region altogether. 

As to claims 10-11, LaJoie does not disclose displaying the program titles in bounded 
display areas resembling a three-dimensional stack of file tabs whose contents are displayed 
when the viewer manipulates the stack. U.S. Patent No. 6,522,342 to Gagnon discloses an EPG 
where file tabs are present, as illustrated in Figure 12. However, Gagnon's file tabs are used to 
aid the user in selecting different categories of actions (e.g., Messages, Schedules, Settings). The 
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program titles are still displayed in a standard two-dimensional grid format, and there is not 
teaching or implication to display them as file tabs. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael W. Hoye whose telephone number is (703) 305-6954. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller, can be reached at (703) 305-4795. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-0377. 

Michael W. Hoye 
September 26, 2003 
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